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October 13: 2003 

Commismoner Kathleen Q Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street NW 
Wwhhgton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen A h m t h y ,  

I am Writing to voice my oppomtion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcart flag" technology for digitnl tel&on. Aa a coneumer 
and citizen, I feel etrongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, c o m e r  *te, and the ultimate adoprion of DTV. 

A roburt, competitive market for c o m e r  elecmnics mwt be rooted in manufactured ability to hnovete for their cuetomcar. Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the mdios to tell technologh what new producto they can 
create Thie will r e d t  in products that don't neceosdy reflect what conmcar like me actually wnnt, and it could r e d t  in me b a  
charged more money for inferior functionalty. 

If the FCC h u e s  a broadcwt fhg  mandate, I would actuaUy be lens likely to mnke M investment kr DTV-capable recuvm nnd other 
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my +to et the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandatt brondcnrt tlq 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

D M r o n  
337 lot Ave NE 
Iomquah, WA 98027 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology fer d l$b l  televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovrtlon, consumer rlghh, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuhcturen' ablllfy to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movie studios to veto features of DN-reception equlpment wlll enable the studios to tell technologists 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me 
actually want, and tt could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonaltty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recetvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgttal televlslon Thank you for your the .  

Slncerel y, 

Matthew Hall 
846 E Appletree Dr 
Sandy, UT 84676 
USA 
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October 13: 2003 

Commhdoner Kathleen Q Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commjndon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wahkgton, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I m Writing to voice my opporition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcart thg“ technology for Wlnl te levbh.  AE a conmumer 
and citizen, I feel etrongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, coneumer Wte, and the ultimate adoptian of DTV. 

A r o b w  competitive market for conmner electronics must be rooted in manufacturuW ability to innovate for thdi cutamcnr. Auowkrg 
movie &os to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studion to tell technologbt~ what new producta they can 
create. lhis will result in products that don‘t neceetarily reflect what cotuumerr like me actUatty want, and it could r e d t  in me being 
charged more money for infdor functionality. 

If the FCC h u e s  a broadcart flag mandate, I would actually be lesa likely to mnke an inventment in DTV-cnpnble recuver~ nnd other 
equipment I will not PQY more for devices that limit my rightr at the beheot of Hollywood. Pleare do not mandate broadcart flag 
technology for digital televLion ‘Ihank you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

rhomas Beck 
21 15 Winwood St Apt 206 
La# V e p :  NV 89 108 
USA 
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October 13. 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, b C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrItlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon d "broadcast flag" technology fer dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I ?eel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad fer Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmtte 
edoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutrcluren' rblltty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptbn equlpment wlll enable the ~ u d l o s  to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarily rdlect what consumem llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonaltty. 

I? the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DlV-capable recebem 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more ?or devlces that llmtt my rlghts at the behest d Hollywood. Please do net mandate 
broadcast flag technology tor dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slneerely, 

Chrlstopher Hanson 
6979 Colllngwood Ln Apt 7 
Woodbury, MN 55125 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 5:55:12 AM, 10/14/03 5413023099 - 

October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ne actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equiplent. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your tine. 

Sincerely, 

Darius Rad 
105 Wilkins Glen Road 
Medfield, MA 02052 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslan 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast tlag" technology fer dlghl  televlslon. As a 
Consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad fer Innovrtlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmrte 
adoptlon et DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manuhcturen' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Ailowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technoleglsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necermrlly reflect what consurnera l lb  me 
actually want, and A could result In me being charged more money for lnferlor functlonaltty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmR my rlghts at the behest et Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you tor your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Richard Grlswold 
880 NE Provldence CT 
APT K301 
Pullman, WA 99163 
USA 
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October 13,2003 

Commbmona Kathleen Q Abermthy 
Federal Communicntiom Commbdon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wmhineton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abermthy, 

I am Writing to voice my oppomtion to any FCC-mandated adoption of '%roadcwt fleg" technology for Wtal televbim. PS a coneumer 
and citizen, I feel slxongly that such a policy would be bad for kmovation, consumer xi@. and the &hate  adoption of DW. 

A robust, competitive mnrket for c o m e r  electronics must be rooted in manufnctwerr' ability to hovnte  for their curtomerr. AuoWing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-receptim equipment will enable the rmdioi to tell tachnoloe$b whnt new pro- they can 
create. Thb will result in pmducte that don't necessarily reflect whnt coneumerr like me a d y  want, and it could redt in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues B broadcast flag mandate, I would actunlly be leir likely to mate M invehent in DTV-cnpable receivers and other 
equipment I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my +to at the beheat of Hollywood. Pleiue do not mandate brondcart flag 
technoloey for d@td televhion Thant you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

J h  Spotb 
216 Lindorf Street 
Ulster Park, NY 12487 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and cit~zen, I feel strongiy that such a policy would be bad for movahon, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adopbon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allounng movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equpment will enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result m me b a g  charged more money for inferior 
functionalty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an invesmmt in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equpment. I d l  not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Jonathan Krengel 
1386 Mssion Dr 
Sidney, NE 69162 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology far dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and eltlten, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad far Innovrtlon, consumer rights, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competWe market for Consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturen' ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DW-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the ¶tudlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't neceaaarlly reflect what conaumrrs llke me 
actually want, and lt could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonaltty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DW-capable recelvers 
and other equipment. I wlll not pay more for devices that Ilmlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme. 

Sincerely, 

James Ryan 
100 Beach Road 
Wlnthrop, MA 02152 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 5:45:13 AM, lOl14fO3 5413023099 - 

October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 2Q554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrttlng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cttlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad tor Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competttive market for Consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablltty to Innwrte tar thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studla3 to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money tar Inferlor functlanalky. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlprnent I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest el  Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology tor dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your Hme 

Slncerely, 

Rlchard Ahlqulst 
4483 Flat Shoals Rd 
#a5 
Unlon Ctty, GA 30291 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 S:43:27 AM, 10/14/03 5413023099 - 

October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am writmg to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
televlsion. As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' atnlity to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what near products they can create. This mll result in products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers lrke me actually want, and it could result in me bemg charged more money for inferior 
functionnlty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to mnke an investment in DTV-capable 
recemers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that k t  my rights at the behest of Hollyarood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital televlsion. Thank you for your time. 

Smcerely, 

Charles Taggart 
4447 Mont Eagle P1. 
Los Angeles, CA 90041 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrttlng to volce my opposttlon to any FCCmandated adoptkm of "broadcast flag" technology fer dlglerl televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad lor Innmtlon, consumer rlghh, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competlttve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuhcturen' ablllty to Innovate tar thelr 
customers Allawlng movle studbs to veto features of DTV-receptlan equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. This wlll result In products that don't necessrrlly reflect what consumers llb me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor fundonollty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more fer devlces that llmtt my rlghts at the behest d Hollywood. Please do net mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgttal televlslon Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerel y, 

Andrew Wag num 
1750 W Haddon 
S u b  G 
Chlcago, IL 60622 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Comm u n lcatlons Cam m lsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposttlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology fer dlgbl telcvklon. As a 
consumer and cttlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmrte 
adoptlon of DW. 

A robust, competltlve mrrket for consumer eledronlcs must be rooted In manuhCturerS' rbllky to Innovate fer thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos ta tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and tt could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalky. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recetven 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlees that Ilmtt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglt8l televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerel y, 

Paul Wawlck 
7903 Sagebrush PI 
Orlando, FL 32822 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslan 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology fer dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cttlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad fer Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon d D N .  

A robust, competttlve market for consumer electranlcs must be rooted In manuhcturen' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features d DN-reeeptlon equlpment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necesorrlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and lt could result In me belng charged more money for lnhrlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DN-capable recebers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more fer devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest d Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Ed Cound 
4507 Tulunga Ave. 
Studlo Clty, CA 916b2 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlssbn 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to voice my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology fer dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and clllren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlgha, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competttive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlas to veto features of DTV-receptbn equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsta 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalfty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an lnveutment In DW-capable recelven 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmtt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgttal televlslon Thank you for your tlme. 

Sincerely, 

Alaln Bertrand 
5791 Masters Court 
West Valley, UT 84128 
USA 
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October 13,2003 

Comminmoner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communicatiom CommLmon 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am Writing to voice my oppoeition to any FCC-mandeted adoption of "broadcest fhjf technology for digital tel&. As a c o ~ u m e r  
and citizen, I feel strongly that mch a policy would be bad for kurovation, conauner righb. and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for conmuner electronifa must be rooted in manuhcturen' ability to h v a t e  for thdi oartoman. Allo- 
movie utudios to veto features of DTV-receplh eqipment will enable the rtudior to tell technolo&t# w h t  new producb they can 
create. ?his will result in productn that don't necerd ly  reflect w h t  coneumen like me m y  wnnt, and it could reeutt in me being 
w e d  more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC h u e s  a broadcast flag mandate, I would nctually be less likely to make an hvertment k DTV-capable recuvac and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for device@ that limit my rightr at the behert of Hollywood. P l e m  do not mandnte brondcart &ag 
technology for digital televirion. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Edward Piou 
5 Murray Street 
Aprutrnent 208 
San Francbco; CA 941 12 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposibon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
televmon. As a consumer and abzen, I feel strongly that such a pohcy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ulbmate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electromcs must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowng movie studtos to veto features of DTV-reception e p p m t n t  will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what near products they can create. ?hls wdl result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers hke me actudly want, and it could result in me bemg charged more money for inferior 
functionahty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an invesbncnt in DTV-capable 
recmvers and other equipment. I mll not pay more for devices that h t  my rights at the behest of Hollyarood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@tal television. Thank you for your w e .  

Sincerely, 

Glenn Demtt 
99 F r a n k  St Apt 2R 
Brooklyn, NY 11222 
USA 
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October 13,2003 

Comdimoner Kathleen Q Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commiomon 
445 12th Slreet, N W  
Wahhgton, D C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen A b m t h y ,  

I am wi% to voice my oppoaition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcnet flag" technology for Wtal telnririOn. & a connumei 
and citizen, I feel ~ ~ ~ o n g l y  that such a policy would be bad for innovation, conuuma rightr, and the ultimate edoptbn of DW. 

A robwt, competitive market for coneumer electronics murt be rooted in manufnctum' ability to innovate for W custormsnr. AUoWing 
movie studion to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will a b l e  the studios to tell technolo@ whnt new prod- they CUI 

create. Thie will r e d t  in productu that don't nececrady reflect whnt coneumm like me actually want, and it could d t  in me b e i q  
charged more money for inferior functionnliv. 

If the FCC ~ S W P  a broadcast flag mandate, I would actuatly be lesr litely to make M invemtment in DlV-capable recuven and other 
equipment I will not pay more for devices that Mt my rightr at the behect of Hollywood. Pleare do not m d t e  broadcpct f h g  
technology for digital televirion. Thank you for your tine 

Sincerely, 

Dan Bidwa 
5820 Phillip8 Avenue 
Pittrbugh, PA 15217 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast flag” technology for digital 
telemsion. As a consumer and abzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing mome stuchos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wdl enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wll result in products that don’t necessarily reflect 
what consumers lrke me actually want, and it could result in me bemg charged more money for inferior 
functionalty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wdl not pay more for devices that lirmt my right5 at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for drgital television. Thank you for your w e .  

Sincerely, 

Paul Riley 
5130 Wayne Ave 
Philadelphia, PA 19144 
USA 
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October 13,2003 

Commhmoner Kathleen Q Abmnathy 
Federal Communicationo Cammiidon 
445 12th Stxeet, NW 
Wwhington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Alpmathy, 

I am h h g  to voice my opposition to MY FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcart fleg" technology for Wtal tekvbbn . AB a c o m e r  
and CitiZm, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, conaumer rightr. and the ultimate adaption of DTV. 

i 

A r o h t ,  competitive market for conoumer electronics must be rooted in rnnnufncturem' ability to innovate for thek cartomm. Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-receph equipment will enable the Itudio~ to tell technologitt, whit new produd they cm 
create. 
charged more money for Mexior hctianality. 

wilt r e d t  in products that don't necessarily reflect what cormmem !&e me actually want, and it could d t  in me being 

If the FCC iesuea a broadcaut flag mandate, I would actually be lesr likely to make an invemmt in DN-capable recavm and other 
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behert of Hollywood, Pletue do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Erik Carheen 
6530 Ambroria Dr it5104 
S M  Dkp, CA 92 124 
USA 
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October 13s 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federa I Cam m u n lcatlo n s Com m lss Ion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
Consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad ?or Innovatbn, consumer rlghtss, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon o? D N  

A robust, competitive market tar consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutrcturers' ablllty to Innovate ?or thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In producto that don't necessarily reHeet what consumers I lk me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for In?erlor ?unctfanallty. 

I? the FCC Issues a broadcast ?lag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more ?or devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest d Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology tor dlgltal televlslon Thank you ?or your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Jeffrey Lalb 
2832 Balsam Dr 
Sprlngfleld, OH 45503 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and ubzm, I feel strongly that such a pohcy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the u l h a t e  adopbon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. T h ~ s  mll result in products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers hke me actually want, and it could result in me b a g  charged more money for inferior 
funcbonality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equpmmt. I wdl not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyrvood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

David Hancock 
10764 Affirmed Dr 
Indianapolis, IN 46234 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commiodoner Kathleen Q Abemathy 
Federal Communicatiom Commiedon 
445 12th Street, h W  
Washington, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to my FCC-mandated adoption of %roadcart tla# technology for digital television. AD a conaumer 
md citizen, I feel m n g l y  that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer i&ts. and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robullf competitive market for consumer electxonics must be rooted in manufactured ability to innovate for their owtomar. Allowkrg 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studior to tell technologirtr what new productr they can 
create This will result in producb that don’t necessarily reflect what conuumera like me actually want, and it could result in me beiq  
charged more money for infedor functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I woutd adually be lemo likely to make an inveslmcnt in DTV-capable recavexu nnd other 
equipment. I will not pay more for device0 thnt limit my xightn at the behest of Hollywood. Plense do not mandate broadcnrt flng 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Chad Wilaon 
3550 Counhy Square Dr Apt 203 
Carrollton, TX 75006 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngtan, D C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposttlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" t@chnolegy fer dlgbl  televlslon. As a 
consumer and cttlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad fer Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate 
adoptlon d DlV 

A robust, compettttve market fer consumer electronics must be rooted In manutrtturen' abllity to Innovate ?or thelr 
customers Allowlng movie studlos to veto features d DlV-nceptlon equlpment wlll enable the studbs to tell technologists 
what new products they can create. This wlll result In products that don't necesoarlly reflect what consumers like me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functbnallfy. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In OW-capable recehren 
and other equipment. I wlll net pay more for devices that llrntt my rights at the behest d Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your Hme 

Slncerel y, 

Plyush M h l  
1220 N Falroaks Avr 
&I1 i o  
Sunnyvale, CA 94089 
USA 
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October 13,2003 

Commbaoner Kathleen Q Abemathy 
Federal Communicatioxw Commboion 
445 12th Skeet, NW 
Washington, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I m h t h g  to vdce my oppomtion to any FCC-mandated adoption of %roadcart flng technolow for digital televish. Aa R coneumer 
and citizen, I feel &ongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, coneumer Wm, and the u l h t e  adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for coneumer electronice must be rooted in manufactureru' ability to h o v a t e  for thdr cutoman. Allowing 
movie audios to veto featurer of DTV-receplion equipment will enable the rtudior to tell techologim what new producb they can 
create. This will r e d t  in producte that don't nece i rdy  reflect what coneumar like me actuayt wnnt, and it could d t  in me being 
chaged more money for inferior funmionality 

If h e  FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actunlly be leri likely to make an invertment in DTV-capable receivar and othm 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my xighb at the behert of Hollywood. Pleaee do not mandate broadcart flag 
technology for digital television Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Brent K u p  
549 Hazel Dell Way 
San Jane, CA 95 129 
USA 


